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Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
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(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The claim 22 has 4 paragraphs which examiner would understand 
that what the functions do in each paragraph including their terminologies. Mr. Caldwell explains as follow: 

1. the first paragraph is pointed to the figure 1 as general clock pulses, the "between a start and an end" are points 
to the up and down of the clock pulses without a written supported function in the body of specification. 

2. the 2nd paragraph, Mr. Caldwell agrees that the "starting production" is not in the written body of specification 
and point the "ouput pulse" and "input pulse" to the figure 3 with "Nclk_out" and "Nclk_in". 

3. the paragraphs 3 and 4, Mr. Caldwell points to the figures 1,2,3 and specification pages 7,8,9 and emphasizes in 
page 8, lines 17-30 and page 9, lines 5-10 where the function of "shorter than" is described but Mr. Caldwell cannot 
find down the claimed function of "greater than" which he uses as an assumed function. 

Claim 29 is an apparatus claim. 

Since the unknown terminologies and functions of each paragraph, examiner cannot focus into claim for searching 
therefore the 112 second rejection is issued. 
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